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PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. BLANCHE LAMBERT LINCOLN
OF ARKANSAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, September 6, 1995

Ms. LINCOLN. Mr. Speaker, due to family
emergency, I was unavoidably detained and
unfortunately was not present for roll call vote
636, a vote on the previous question for the
fiscal year 1996 Legislative Branch Appropria-
tions conference report.

Had I been present, I would have voted
‘‘nay.’’

f

TRIBUTE TO GEORGE M. WHITE

HON. BILL RICHARDSON
OF NEW MEXICO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, September 6, 1995

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, it is with
great respect and admiration that I honor
today a great American. George M. White,
who has served 24 years as Architect of the
Capitol, has announced his retirement, com-
mencing November 21, 1995.

George M. White has established a long
and distinguished career, having practiced as
an architect and as a consulting engineer
since 1948. He is a former electronics design
engineer and assistant division manager at
General Electric Company and a former mem-
ber of the Faculty in Physics and in Architec-
ture at Case Western Reserve University.

Mr. White zealously gives his time and en-
ergy to numerous organizations, such as the
U.S. Capitol Police Board, the Advisory Coun-
cil on Historic Preservation, and the Board of
Regents of the American Architectural Foun-
dation. A few of his former affiliations have
been as Trustee of the Freedoms Foundation
at Valley Forge, Chairman of the Architectural
Advisory Group regarding the restoration of
the Statue of Liberty, and member of the Visit-
ing Committee, Department of Architecture
and Planning.

George M. White’s reputation is universally
acclaimed. He is a former member of an inter-
national committee of consultants for the
Egyptian Museum of Cairo and a former
Chairman of the Committee of Review of the
National Capital Development Commission for
Canberra, Australia.

George M. White has served as the de-
signer, protector and preserver of our federal
buildings in the manner of one who reveres
and respects the great halls of our nation’s
Capital. I know all of my colleagues in the
House of Representatives join me in wishing
George M. White much happiness and suc-
cess in the years to come. We shall all miss
him.

DEPARTMENTS OF LABOR,
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES,
AND EDUCATION, AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 1996

SPEECH OF

HON. HENRY A. WAXMAN
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday August 3, 1995

The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 2127) making ap-
propriations for the Departments of Labor,
Health and Human Services, and Education,
and related agencies, for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 1996, and for other pur-
poses:

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in sup-
port of the Kolbe amendment to restore the re-
quirement of current law that a State must pay
for abortions resulting from rape or incest for
women who are eligible under the State Med-
icaid Program.

We are dealing with a few simple facts here.
Abortion is a legal medical procedure in this
country. Rape and incest are illegal crimes in
this country. The involuntary pregnancy result-
ing from one of these crimes is a terrible bur-
den for the victim. It is wrong to make her
plight more burdensome and more difficult by
keeping her from the medical services that
she decides she needs.

Under the bill sent to this House by the Ap-
propriations Committee, the victim of the crime
of rape and the victim of the crime of incest
are punished. If they are poor—and that is
what women eligible for Medicaid are—and
they cannot afford to pay out of their own
pockets for an abortion, their access to this
legal medical procedure is eliminated.

In the name of morality, the Members of this
House are substituting their judgment for the
judgment of the unfortunate women who have
been the victims of these unspeakable crimes.
In denying her the choice of an abortion, this
bill assaults these women a second time, and
compounds the agony they already face.

Women who are the victims of rape or in-
cest have been harmed enough by their crimi-
nal assailants. We should not be party to
compounding that harm.

I urge Members to do the only humane
thing: vote for the Kolbe amendment; retain
the requirements of the current law.

f

TRIBUTE TO MAYOR CARL W.
BLOCK

HON. JIM SAXTON
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, September 6, 1995

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, it is a great
honor and privilege for me to congratulate the
Honorable Carl W. Block, mayor of Stafford
Township, for his 25 years of dedicated public
service as a member of the Stafford Township
Council, Planning Board, Regular Republican
Club, and the Board of Trustees of Southern
Ocean County Hospital.

Under Carl’s leadership, Stafford Township
has won 24 State and national environmental
awards, more than any other municipality in

the country. Many of the environmental proc-
esses conceived and piloted by Stafford are
now being used nationwide and in Europe.

Under Mayor Block’s leadership, Stafford
Township is the fastest growing community in
all of Ocean County, with more business and
commercial development than any other
Ocean County community. This has enabled
the township to maintain a tax rate for its citi-
zens well below the county average.

Mayor Block has been successful in bring-
ing to Stafford millions of dollars in revitaliza-
tion grants, including the Neighborhood Pres-
ervation Program, which is used to revitalize
older areas of the township. He has also in-
creased parks and recreational areas for the
residents of Stafford by 1,000 percent.
Manahawkin Lake, which has revitalized under
Mayor Block’s leadership, has had the highest
percentage of swimmable days in all of Ocean
County.

Carl developed a long-range master plan for
Stafford which gave careful consideration to
growth while protecting the environment and
assuring that future growth would be managed
properly through existing infrastructure and
roadways.

His dedication to quality of life issues in
Stafford Township resulted in the township re-
ceiving the Quality New Jersey Award in 1992.
This award is equivalent of the Malcolm Bain-
bridge Award. Stafford’s successes with envi-
ronmental planning and management have
been recognized by numerous national maga-
zines, including National Geographic, which
pointed to Stafford Township as an example of
how one town can make a difference.

The past year, under Carl’s leadership, Staf-
ford was the first township in New Jersey to
win the prestigious Lawrence Emerson Award
from the National Arbor Day Foundation. This
resulted in the permanent display of New Jer-
sey’s State Flag at the Lied Conference Cen-
ter in Nebraska. Stafford was also selected for
the 1995 First Place National Award for Excel-
lence by the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency [EPA] for its innovative storm water
management design.

Stafford Township’s designation as a Tree
City U.S.A. for 6 consecutive years, and as a
Tree Growth Award Winner for 4 consecutive
years are records unsurpassed by any other
community in the entire Nation.

Carl Block’s motto throughout his tenure as
an elected official has been ‘‘Progress With
Pride.’’ Stafford Township’s economic growth,
as well as the environmental regulations in ex-
istence in the township today, are indicative of
his success in judiciously encouraging growth
while protecting the environment.

For his contributions to the citizens of Staf-
ford Township and all of Ocean County, I rec-
ognize Mayor Carl Block today.
f

REFORMING WELFARE

HON. LEE H. HAMILTON
OF INDIANA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, September 6, 1995
Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to

insert my Washington Report for Wednesday,
August 23, 1995, into the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD.

REFORMING WELFARE

Hoosiers do not like the current welfare
system. They think it is anti-work and anti-
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family, and encourages out-of-marriage
births. They think it is degrading and de-
moralizing for welfare recipients who would
prefer work. They think it is too bureau-
cratic and does not provide sufficient flexi-
bility. They also think it has done little to
reduce poverty. Welfare reform is one of the
major issues before Congress this year, and
several aspects of it are being examined.

THE FEDERAL ROLE

The current welfare system as most people
think of it consists of Aid to Families with
Dependent Children (AFDC), an entitlement
under which cash benefits flow to all eligible
individuals on the basis of need. The federal
government pays from 50% to 80% of the cost
depending on the state. In Indiana the fed-
eral share is about 63%. Reform proposals be-
fore Congress would provide that individuals
are not automatically entitled to such as-
sistance. States would be given a fixed
amount of money—or block grant—that
would no longer vary with the number of
families needing assistance.

Shifting to block grants would give states
more flexibility to develop innovative ways
to deliver assistance. But there would be 50
state experiments in welfare with no system-
atic evaluation of the results. Furthermore,
use of the block grant without requiring
states to maintain their own effort would in-
vite welfare cutbacks. States, always fearful
of becoming a magnet for the disadvantaged,
would likely end up competing to cut bene-
fits and limit eligibility, and a ‘‘race to the
bottom’’ could occur.

Several of the proposals would freeze fed-
eral funding for five years without adjusting
for inflation or growth in the number of poor
people. The theory is that block grants will
achieve administrative savings, but studies
show that 5% in such savings may be about
the best that can be expected. If poverty in
a state increases, it would have to bear the
additional cost of serving more poor people.
States already cut budgets in a recession be-
cause revenues fall.

Block grants are sometimes quite useful,
but I think they make much less sense for
programs for which the poor are eligible on
an entitlement basis and the federal govern-
ment shares some or all of the costs. I worry
that using the block grants means that the
poor would have to compete against other
claimants—like teachers, road builders, and
law enforcement—for scarce state dollars.
The lack of clout of poor people was a prin-
cipal reason why the welfare program was
federalized in the first place—to assure a
minimum level of protection for the voice-
less poor who would lose out in political
competition for limited funds at the state
and local levels.

A key issue is whether assisting the poor is
seen primarily as a national or state respon-
sibility. There is a strong case for giving the
states more flexibility in reforming welfare.
But if the federal government uses block
grants it gives up its role in helping the
needy and easing regional economic dispari-
ties. Giving states more flexibility in run-
ning welfare programs can be done without
necessarily converting them to block grants.
For example, many states, including Indi-
ana, have received exemptions from some
federal requirements to allow them to exper-
iment with improvements in welfare assist-
ance.

ENCOURAGING WORK

An essential yet often elusive goal in wel-
fare reform is to encourage work. Tools to
increase work include financial incentives,
education and training, and work require-
ments.

Financial incentives allow recipients to
keep more of their welfare check after they
go to work. Past attempts to reduce welfare

dependency through financial incentives
have proved disappointing. Education and
training produce positive results, but they
are expensive. Much attention has to be paid
to the quality of training provided and the
availability of child care for welfare recipi-
ents moving into jobs. Many reform propos-
als require states to enroll 50% of all welfare
parents—some three times the current pro-
portion—in work programs, but these pro-
posals provide no funding for the additional
work slots. Likewise, if more welfare moth-
ers are moved into work, more child care
will be needed; but under some proposals
child care funds from the federal government
are cut below current levels.

TIME LIMIT

Most of the proposals favor time limits for
welfare recipients. Today about one-third of
the recipients stay on welfare for more than
five years. They are usually a particularly
disadvantaged group. The critical issue is,
what happens to the recipients who lose all
eligibility for welfare because of the time
limits? Only about one-third of them are
likely to be employed two years later.

PREVENTING DEPENDENCY

Everybody agrees that more effort should
be devoted to preventing dependency on wel-
fare. That means education and jobs have to
be emphasized, especially for the unskilled.
It also means that much more attention has
to be paid to out-of-marriage childbirth and
to the low levels of child support from fa-
thers of children on welfare.

Early childbearing is a major factor in pov-
erty and welfare dependency. Overall the
teenage birth rate is now lower than it was
30 years ago, but the proportion of such
births that occur outside of marriage has in-
creased dramatically. Many welfare propos-
als today deny benefits to young unwed
mothers or cap benefits to those who have
additional children on welfare, but overall
the evidence is not clear about the impact of
these proposals. Some state experimentation
may be in order.

Requiring more fathers to pay child sup-
port would almost certainly mean the num-
ber of poor individuals would drop and the
number of families on welfare would also
drop. Billions of dollars could be saved. The
current proposals make the penalties for
avoiding child support obligations tougher.

CONCLUSION

I am impressed that the issues in welfare
reform are much more complex—and reform
itself much more difficult—than the debate
in Congress now recognizes. Congress is
going to have to be more modest in what it
can achieve in a single bill this year. The
system is broken, but serious people have se-
rious disagreements over precisely what
needs to be fixed and how in the welfare sys-
tem.

(Newsletter based on the Urban Institute
Welfare Reform report.)
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IN RECOGNITION OF WILMA HICKS
OF MONTICELLO, DEPARTMENT
PRESIDENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI
LADIES’ AUXILIARY TO THE
VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS
FOR 1994–95

HON. MIKE PARKER
OF MISSISSIPPI

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, September 6, 1995

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, today I stand in
the Halls of Congress to ask you to join me in
honoring Wilma Hicks of Monticello, MS, de-

partment president of the year of our Ladies
Auxiliary to the Veterans of foreign Wars in
Mississippi.

Mrs. Hicks was honored recently as one of
11 runners-up among department presidents
of the year at the National Presidents’ Lunch-
eon held in Phoenix, AZ, during the 82d Na-
tional Convention of the Ladies Auxiliary to the
Veterans of Foreign Wars. She is a member
of Auxiliary No. 4889 and has held many posi-
tions of leadership in the auxiliary at the local,
district and State levels. As a result of Mrs.
Hicks’ leadership to our State during her
1994–95 term of office, the State of Mis-
sissippi can report 8,110 members, $31,985 in
contributions for the Cancer Aid and Research
Program, and at least 75 percent participation
in all other auxiliary programs. Across the Na-
tion, the auxiliary has raised more than $3 mil-
lion for the Auxiliary Cancer Aid and Research
Fund for the seventh consecutive year and
has volunteered more than 23 million hours in
community service.

The Ladies Auxiliary to the Veterans of For-
eign Wars is dedicated to serving our Nation
through volunteer work in hospitals, through
protecting veterans entitlements and by pro-
viding community service.

Mr. Speaker and my colleagues, I ask that
you join me in paying tribute to Wilma Hicks.
I also would ask that your share in this mo-
ment to express our collective appreciation to
and esteem for the 765,283 auxiliary members
across this great Nation. Ladies, we salute
you for your willing sacrifices of your time and
energy, your dedication to our fighting men
and women and your devotion to America’s
veterans. Mrs. Hicks, you symbolize all that is
good, true and steadfast in our society. We
will always be grateful for your work and that
of the Ladies Auxiliary of the Veterans of For-
eign Wars. Thank you.

f

TRIBUTE TO CAL RIPKEN, JR.

HON. ROBERT L. EHRLICH, JR.
OF MARYLAND

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, September 6, 1995

Mr. EHRLICH. Mr. Speaker, a Member of
Congress is often called upon to acknowledge
the noteworthy achievements of his or her
constituents. Today I have the unique privilege
of recognizing a constituent whose achieve-
ment is the talk of the nation .

Tomorrow the quiet town of Aberdeen, MD
will pay tribute to its favorite son—Cal Ripken,
Jr. West Bel Air Avenue—the normally quiet
street running through the heart of downtown
Aberdeen—will become a focal point of na-
tional attention as the people who know Cal
best come together to convey their collective
affection for a man baseball fans across the
Nation have begun to call the Iron Man. To
the citizens of Aberdeen, Cal Ripken is—in the
words of Roy Hobbs, the character played by
Robert Redford in the movie The Natural—
‘‘the best there ever was.’’

Last night Cal Ripken played his 2,130th
consecutive game as a Baltimore Oriole, tying
a longstanding record originally set by the leg-
endary Lou Gehrig. Today Cal will break that
record—a feat once thought impossible, so
much so that Lou Gehrig’s Hall of Fame
plaque at Cooperstown states that his record
should stand for all time. It is both fitting and
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